*From the Author*:

I agree with Gonda *except* with respect to his view that the world is divided about whether climate change is happening and how to fix it. The conclusion that global warming is occurring and caused by humans was shown by a 2013 survey to be shared by 97% of climate scientists ([@bib1]), and this figure was validated by multiple additional surveys in 2016 ([@bib2]). All 193 current member states of the United Nations signed the 2016 Paris Climate Agreement, with the aim to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, use green energy sources, and establish a \$100 billion fund to help developing nations move toward the use of green energy sources. Of these 193 nations, only 13 have not ratified the agreement. The United States did not ratify the agreement because it viewed the accord as an executive agreement rather than a legally binding treaty, which allowed President Obama in 2016 to accept the accord without ratification by the U.S. Congress. Unfortunately, in 2017, this also allowed newly elected President Trump, a climate-change skeptic and coal industry supporter, to issue an executive order withdrawing the United States from the agreement.

Nevertheless, current polls indicate that 71% of Americans (including 52% of Republicans) understand that climate change is happening, with 62% finding that human activity is primarily responsible and 56--57% acknowledging that global warming will harm their neighbors or their own families ([@bib3], [@bib4]). This reflects profound changes in attitude driven by weather changes, fires, and other phenomena that people can see for themselves. As such, I believe the time is ripe for professionals to provide leadership not only to confirm these realities but to endorse solutions that simultaneously address air pollution, climate change, and planetary health. Integration of such solutions is essential given the multiple cobenefits. For example, promoting urban renewal and zoning associated with increased walkability, cycling, and green space would reduce air pollution from cars, increase physical activity, and reduce stress. Conversely, lack of integration can be counterproductive. For example, some diets that improve nutritional quality by increasing fruits and vegetables have been associated with higher greenhouse gas emissions ([@bib5]) (the default diets, high in starches and sugars, are generally associated with lower greenhouse gas emissions), whereas a diet that increases fruits and vegetables *and lowers red meat* will lower net greenhouse gas emissions while also improving health. With regard to reducing air pollution, calls to reinvest in nuclear energy as a solution must be balanced against the continuing lack of clear avenues for the safe disposal of nuclear waste, as well as the lack of public support for nuclear energy, which in a 24-country survey after the Fukushima disaster dropped to well below 40% ([@bib6]).

Finally, I write this as the coronavirus disease (COVID-19) global pandemic is upending lives and economies, and the world is facing an unprecedented recession. Perhaps when we finally emerge from this crisis, we will be given the opportunity to regrow economies, trade, and regional development in better alignment with the United Nations' sustainable development goals and planetary health.
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